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There being no objection, the bill was 

ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 1874 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Senate Cam-
paign Disclosure Parity Act’’. 
SEC. 2. SENATE CANDIDATES REQUIRED TO FILE 

ELECTION REPORTS IN ELECTRONIC 
FORM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 304(a)(11)(D) of 
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 (2 
U.S.C. 434(a)(11)(D)) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(D) As used in this paragraph, the terms 
‘designation’, ‘statement’, or ‘report’ mean a 
designation, statement or report, respec-
tively, which— 

‘‘(i) is required by this Act to be filed with 
the Commission, or 

‘‘(ii) is required under section 302(g) to be 
filed with the Secretary of the Senate and 
forwarded by the Secretary to the Commis-
sion.’’ 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 302(g)(2) of such Act (2 U.S.C. 

432(g)(2)) is amended by inserting ‘‘or 1 work-
ing day in the case of a designation, state-
ment, or report filed electronically’’ after ‘‘2 
working days’’. 

(2) Section 304(a)(11)(B) of such Act (2 
U.S.C. 434(a)(11)(B)) is amended by inserting 
‘‘or filed with the Secretary of the Senate 
under section 302(g)(1) and forwarded to the 
Commission’’ after ‘‘Act’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to any des-
ignation, statement, or report required to be 
filed after the date of enactment of this Act. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I am 
proud to join Senator RUSS FEINGOLD 
as a co-sponsor of legislation that will 
require Senate candidates to file cam-
paign finance reports in electronic 
form. This bill will finally remove the 
exemption the Senate has given itself 
from an important requirement of 
campaign finance disclosure laws that 
apply to everyone else, including can-
didates for the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives and Political Action Com-
mittees, PACs. 

Political committees active in fed-
eral elections must submit their quar-
terly financial reports for disclosure by 
the Federal Election Commission, FEC. 
Anyone interested can nearly instanta-
neously download the reports from the 
FEC website and conduct computer 
searches to learn about the contribu-
tions and expenditures of individual 
candidates for the House, non-Senate 
national party committees and PACs. 
The current problem is that they can-
not do the same for Senate candidates 
and parties because of the Senate’s in-
sistence on paper rather than elec-
tronic filing. The FEC must do more 
processing of Senate paper reports than 
of House electronic ones. This involves 
printing or copying the Senate reports, 
up to 10,000 pages a day at times, hand- 
coding transactions that cannot be 
automatically processed, and 
keypunching the data into the elec-
tronic database. House electronic re-
ports do not need the same treatment. 
The end result is that in contrast to 

the House, information from the Sen-
ate paper reports are often available 
well after the election has occurred. 

Due to this problem, voters are not 
well-informed about the campaign fi-
nance information of their Senators 
and Senate candidates. For voters who 
want to consider the nature of the 
campaign finance support received by a 
Senate candidate and its relationship 
to Senate legislative votes as a factor 
in deciding for whom they will cast a 
vote, they clearly cannot. 

To address this problem, our legisla-
tion requires Senate candidates to file 
their campaign finance reports elec-
tronically with the Secretary of the 
Senate. Within 24 hours of receipt of 
those reports, the Secretary is required 
to forward those reports to the FEC. 
The FEC, in turn is required to make 
those reports available on the Internet 
within 24 hours as they do other re-
ports. Therefore, electronic versions of 
Senate reports will be available to the 
public within 48 hours of their filing. 

Electronic reports are not only trans-
mitted instantly but are more accurate 
than paper submissions because soft-
ware can easily correct mistakes. On 
the other hand, hand entering of data 
is always prone to error. Furthermore, 
the data in electronic reports can be 
rapidly searched via the Internet for 
answers to specific questions. Voters 
will no longer have to go through the 
time consuming process of reading 
pages and pages filed by Senate can-
didates or Senate party committees to 
figure out the major donors and their 
employers, and the major recipients of 
campaign spending. Instead, they can 
download a filed report from the FEC 
website onto their personal computers 
and quickly locate the information 
they need. This creates effective public 
disclosure. 

The Senate’s current failure to pro-
vide its constituents with electroni-
cally disclosed, timely information is 
unconscionable. Senate filings should 
follow the same criteria as other cam-
paign finance reports. There must not 
be a separate standard for the Senate. 
Ironically, while they do not currently 
file electronically, Senators and Sen-
ate candidates already use electronic 
software in compiling their paper re-
ports. If Senators and Senate can-
didates can use technology to run their 
offices and websites, why can’t they 
use it to better inform their own con-
stituents about how their campaigns 
are funded? Their constituents have 
earned a right to that information. The 
public interest will be better served 
and voters’ faith in their elected lead-
ers will be restored. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 2191. Ms. CANTWELL (for herself, Mr. 
CARPER, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. HAGEL, Mr. 
ROBERTS, Mr. NELSON of Nebraska, Mrs. 
MURRAY, and Mr. DEWINE) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2150 proposed by Mr. BOND 

(for himself and Ms. MIKULSKI) to the bill 
H.R. 2861, making appropriations for the De-
partments of Veterans Affairs and Housing 
and Urban Development, and for sundry 
independent agencies, boards, commissions, 
corporations, and offices for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2004, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2192. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2150 proposed by Mr. BOND 
(for himself and Ms. MIKULSKI) to the bill 
H.R. 2861, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 2193. Mr. DAYTON (for himself and Mr. 
COLEMAN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 2150 pro-
posed by Mr. BOND (for himself and Ms. MI-
KULSKI) to the bill H.R. 2861, supra. 

SA 2194. Mr. BOND (for Mr. REID (for him-
self and Mr. GRAHAM, of Florida)) proposed 
an amendment to amendment SA 2150 pro-
posed by Mr. BOND (for himself and Ms. MI-
KULSKI) to the bill H.R. 2861, supra. 

SA 2195. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Ms. 
SNOWE, Mr. JEFFORDS, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. LAU-
TENBERG, Ms. CANTWELL, and Mr. LIEBERMAN) 
proposed an amendment to amendment SA 
2150 proposed by Mr. BOND (for himself and 
Ms. MIKULSKI) to the bill H.R. 2861, supra. 

SA 2196. Mr. BOND (for Mr. DASCHLE) pro-
posed an amendment to amendment SA 2150 
proposed by Mr. BOND (for himself and Ms. 
MIKULSKI) to the bill H.R. 2861, supra. 

SA 2197. Mr. BOND (for Mr. FEINGOLD) pro-
posed an amendment to amendment SA 2150 
proposed by Mr. BOND (for himself and Ms. 
MIKULSKI) to the bill H.R. 2861, supra. 

SA 2198. Mr. BOND (for Ms. CANTWELL (for 
herself, Mr. CARPER, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. 
HAGEL, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. NELSON of Ne-
braska, Mrs. MURRAY, and Mr. DEWINE)) pro-
posed an amendment to amendment SA 2150 
proposed by Mr. BOND (for himself and Ms. 
MIKULSKI) to the bill H.R. 2861, supra. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 2191. Ms. CANTWELL (for herself, 
Mr. CARPER, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. 
HAGEL, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. NELSON of 
Nebraska, Mrs. MURRAY, and Mr. 
DEWINE) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 2150 by Mr. BOND (for himself and 
Ms. MIKULSKI) to the bill H.R. 2861, 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Veterans Affairs and Housing 
and Urban Development, and for sun-
dry independent agencies, boards, com-
missions, corporations, and offices for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2004, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 125, between lines 7 and 8, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 418. EXTENSION OF CERTAIN PUBLIC HOUS-

ING/SECTION 8 MOVING TO WORK 
DEMONSTRATION AGREEMENTS. 

(a) EXTENSION.—The Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development shall extend the 
term of the Moving to Work Demonstration 
Agreement entered into between a public 
housing agency and the Secretary under sec-
tion 204, title V, of the Omnibus Consoli-
dated Rescissions and Appropriations Act of 
1996 (Pub. L. 104–134, April 26, 1996) if— 

(1) the public housing agency requests such 
extension in writing; 

(2) the public housing agency is not at the 
time of such request for extension in default 
under its Moving to Work Demonstration 
Agreement; and 

(3) the Moving to Work Demonstration 
Agreement to be extended would otherwise 
expire on or before December 31, 2004. 
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